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(801) 2374900 
Fax: (801) 237-1950 
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COURT OF APPEALS 
September 24, 1993 
u*n 
SALT LAKE OTY, UTAH 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 
TUCSON, ARIZONA 
IRVINE, CALIFORNIA 
Ms. Mary T. Noonan, Court Clerk 
Utah Court of Appeals 
230 South 500 East, Suite 400 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
RE: Supplemental Authority - Boyle et al. v. National Union Fire 
Insurance Company, Case No. 92#it£ tyj^g 7£&-&$-
Dear Ms. Noonan: 
Pursuant to Rule 24(j), Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure, Appellants in the 
above-referenced case supplement their Brief and the record by reference to the case 
of Barnard v. Wassermann, 215 Ut. Adv. Rpt. 14 (Sup. Ct. Utah, June 17, 1993) on 
the issue of the appropriate standard of review from a dismissal of a Complaint for 
failure to state a claim. This issue is an aspect of the above Appeal. The portion of 
the Barnard decision which is relevant to this issue appears on page 15 as follows: 
In reviewing this dismissal, we give no deference to the trial court's 
ruling and apply a correctness standard. St. Benedict's Dev. v. St. 
Benedict's Hosp., 811 P.2d 194, 196 (Utah, 1991). In so doing, we 
must construe the Complaint in the light most favorable to plaintiff and 
indulge all reasonable inferences in plaintiffs favor. Id. 
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Gary Anderson, Esq. 
